1942J 


SchubcM t,—Dosmoclium glutinosum 


279 


Desmodium glutinosum. —The name lledysarum glutinosum} 
was published by Willdenow in volume III, part 2, of his edition 
of Linnaeus’s Species Plantarum. This, I have recently shown, 
was published in 1802, not in 1803 as stated by Kuntze-. I also 
pointed’ out that Michaux’s Flora Boreali-Amcricana (in which 
//. acuminatum* was described) was published in 1803. Discovery 
of the actual dates of publication of these two works answers 
decisively the long standing question—which of these two is the 
proper name to use? 

DeCandolle, in 1825®, made the combination Desmodium 
acuminatum, based on Michaux’s name and placed Willdenow’s 


name in synonymy. 


Blake in 1924® made the combination 


Meibomia acuminata, and them also indicated the error involved 
in the application of the name Desmodium grandiflorum (Walt.) 
DC. to Michaux’s plant. 

Schindler, in 1926^, proposed the combination Desmodium 
glutinosum. Although Schindler considered //. glutinosum and 
II. acuminatum to have been published simultaneously, he treated 
the former as the “earliest legitimate epith(‘t’’® on the basis that 
the two taxonomicallv identical names had first been combined 
in 1813, when Muhlenberg reduced II. acuminatum to synonymy 
under H. glutinosum. 

Blake and Schindler accepted 1803 as the proper date of 
publication of Willdenow’s name and of Michaux’s. Both men 
al.so overlook(‘d the combination Desmodium glutinosum, pub¬ 
lished by Wood in his Class Book in 1845*. Although it is true 
that Wood cited neither authority nor synonyms his description 
leaves no doubt as to his intention nor as to the identity of the 
plant he was considering. It is a literal translation of Pursh’s** 
treatment of II. glutinosum, which in turn is an accurate con¬ 
densation of Willdenow’s description and diagnosis of the 
mati'rial s<‘nt him by Muhlenberg. Therefore Desmodium 


• Muhl. ex Willtl.. Sp. PI. iiP. 1198 (1802). 

2 Kuntzp, Itev. Oen. i. cxxxv. (1891). 

3 See Schuhert in Khodoha xliv. 147-150 (1942). 

< Michaux. FI. Bor.-Am. ii. 72 (1803). 

i DC.. Prod. ii. 329 (1825). 

« Blake in Bot. Gaz. Ixxviii. 277 (1924). 

7 Schindl.. in Fedde. Rep. Spec. Nov. Keg. Veg. xxii. 258 (1926). 
^ Int. Rules Bot. Nomencl. Art. 56 and 60 (2) (1935). 

® Wood. Class Book of Botany, 120 (1845). 

10 Pursh. FI. Am. Sept. ii. 483 (1814). 
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[Aucjust 


Willd 


correct name 


to apply to the plant described by Willdonow, and for the plant 
described by Michaux with which it is identical^— Bernice G. 
Schubert, Gray Herbarium. 


(biROMOSOMES OF .1 AMESIANTHUS. —Blake aiul SlualP de¬ 
scribed J. alabamensis as the type of a monotypic genus of Com- 

positae with “very close resemblance 
not only iu habit but also in technical 
charaeti'rs to the genus Arnicastrum 
Greenm.” Dr. Roland M. Harpi'r, 
who collected the specimens upon 
which the g(mus is based, kindly suji- 
j)li('d .sec'd of this plant from th(‘ 
original locality: neai’ Russellville, 
Franklin County, Alabama. Si'cd- 

liiigs were grown in the greenhouse. 

Plumuk's, fix('d in Carnov’s fluid 
and smear(;d in iron-aceto-carmine, 
were studied cytologically. The 
chronio.some numlx'r for thriv* plants 
was determined. The 2n-number at mitotic nn'tapha.se is 32 
(fig. 1).— Dorothy A. Johnson, Department of Botany, Univer¬ 
sity of Michigan. 



Dr. I.. Diels ol 
Dr. Krancis \V. 


1 For a photograph of the type of II, glutinosum I am indebted to 
Berlin, and for a fragment of authentic material of II. acuminatum to 
Pennell of the Academy of Natural Sciences in Philadelphia. 

2 Sherff. E. E. A New Genus of Gompositae from Northwest(*rn Alabama. Bo¬ 
tanical Series Field Museum of Nat. Hist. 22: 39t>-403. 1940. 
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